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her own.88 This simple principle was incorporated in the
Codigo Bust$mante which for once, abandoning its neutrality
to the criterion of the personal law, prescribes that the law of
the matrimonial domicil is to apply.89 Of course, the court
must have observed the treaty requirements respecting the
applicable law, which are not quite so simple in the Havana
Convention as in the Treaty of Montevideo. The reservations
for non-recognition vary in scope. The Codigo Bustamante90
reserves to "each contracting state the right to permit or
recognize, or not, the divorce or new marriage of persons di-
vorced abroad, in causes which are not admitted by their per-
sonal law." The reservation contained in the new draft of the
Montevideo Treaty is much more restricted; it covers only
the case where the country of celebration does not permit
divorce and grants the right to refuse recognition on this
ground only to this country.91
8. The Scandinavian Convention on Family Law of 1931 92
This Convention assures reciprocal recognition, without
confirmation or re-examination, of all decisions rendered in
matrimonial causes according to the treaty provisions. Actions
for separation or divorce between nationals of the participating
states are decided, under the basic rule of these provisions, ac-
cording to the law of the state where both parties are domiciled
or where they had their last common domicil, if one of them
is still domiciled there.
There are, thus, no defenses to a divorce decree of another
Scandinavian country, except that the case does not come under
the Convention or, perhaps, that the matter is pending in the
forum.83
88 Treaty on International civil law (1940) art. 59jpar. 2 with art. 9.
89 Art. 56.
90 Art. 53, see comment by BUSTAMANTE, La commission des jurisconsultes
de Rio 121.
S1 (1940) art. is(b).    See supra p. 427.
92 Art. 22 referring, among- others, to arts. 7, 8, 10.
83 Art. 7 par. i.